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INTRODUCTION 

At  the  Summit  Conference  of  the  Four  Powers  in  Geneva  during  July  1955, 
President  Eisenhower  first  proposed  that  a  Mutual  Aerial  Inspection  Plan  be 
instituted  between  the  USSR  and  the  U.S.  as  a  means  of  alleviating  suspicion, 
decreasing  armaments,  and  thus  promoting  peace  throughout  the  world, 

July  1957  was  deemed  an  appropriate  time  point  to  survey  the  West  German 
population  again  on  the  extent  of  their  knowledge  of  the  Plan  as  well  as  their 
reactions  to  it.  The  time  was  fortuitous  since  it  was  exactly  two  years  since 
the  Plan  was  first  proposed  -  and  because  it  has  been  just  over  one  year  that 
USIS,  Bonn;  made  furtherance  of  knowledge  of  the  idea  an  integral  part  of  its 
objectives . 

Inasmuch  as  an  initial  survey  to  determine  the  level  of  West  German  knowledge 
on  the  subject  was  carried  out  in  February  I956,  the  results  of  the  present 
survey  were  to  be  taken  as  a  measure  of  the  effectiveness  of  the  efforts  made  to 
spread  knowledge  and  understanding  of  the  Mutual  Inspection  Plan, 

The  survey  itself  was  conducted  between  June  28  and  July  13,  1957.  The 
findings  are  based  upon  a  1907  case  probability  sample,  representative  of  the 
West  German  population  18  years  of  age  and  over.  Interviewing  was  conducted 
by  DIVO,  Marktfors Chung  -  Meinungsforschung  -  Sozialforschung,  Frankfurt  am 
Main  -  Bad  Godesberg,  a  German  survey  organization  working  under  contract  with 
the  Research  Staff. 


SUMMAEY 

Two  years  after  the  introduction  of  the  idea  of  a  Mutual  Aerial  Inspection 
between  the  USSR  and  the  USA,  knowledge  of  the  existence  of  the  Plan  among  the 
West  German  population  is  only  to  be  found  in  one  person  out  of  three  -  the  same 
level  which  existed  in  February  1956,  the  last  time  a  survey  on  the  subject  was 
held.  Although  there  is  no  gain  in  knowledge  in  the  population  that  President 
Eieenhovrer  is  the  author  of  the  Plan,  there  is  greater  understanding  of  its  details 
(among  those  who  have  heard  of  it)  than  was  true  in  the  past. 

Approval  of  the  Plan  was  found  to  be  considerably  higher  in  the  current 
survey.  Even  among  those  who  had  to  be  told  about  it,  three  out  of  four  approved 
of  it.  Two  other  favorable  reactions  to  the  Plan  were  found.  The  Plan  is  now 
thought  to  have  a  50-50  chance  of  being  adopted  (with  Russia  still  getting  the 
blame  if  it  is  not);  and  a  majority  now  feels  that  it  would  contribute  to  world 
peace.  On  the  other  hand,  only  a  minority  sees  the  Plan  as  equally  advantageous 
to  both  the  East  and  the  West  (representing  no  change  from  opinion  as  of  a  year 
ago). 

While,  as  before,  few  think  that  the  Soviets  have  any  real  interest  in  dis- 
armament, twice  as  many  as  before  now  say  that  the  U.S.  hos  great  Interest. 

It  was  found  that  those  people  who  have  high  indices  of  exposure  to  Media  of 
communication  (non-USIS)  are  more  likely  to  know  of  the  Plan  (than  those  who  have 
not)  but  those  who  expose  themselves  to  USIS  Media  have  even  more  knowledge. 
Unfortunately,  most  people  exposed  to  some  USIS  activity  were  unable  to  remember 
the  specific  USIS  occasion  through  which  they  might  have  learned  of  the  Plan. 
Thus  the  definite  proof  that  their  greater  knowledge  came  directly  from  attendance 
is  lacking.   Through  further  analysis,  however,  it  was  determined  that  the  average 
USIS  exposed  person  has  much  more  general  Media  exposure  (from  which  he  could  also 
have  learned).  Still,  when  the  level  of  outside  exposure  is  controlled,  USIS 
people  are  found  to  have  even  greater  awareness  than  non-USIS  exposed  individuals 
with  the  same  index  of  general  Media  exposure. 

There  is  evidence  that  the  Information  Programs  channels  among  the  West 
German  population  are  drying  up.  There  is  a  definite  decrease  in  the  percentage 
of  the  adult  population  listening  to  the  Voice  of  America,  and  indications  that 

the  percentages  taking  part  in  other  USIS  activities  is  on  the  decline. 
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I.  Knowledge  of  the  Plan 

AWARENESS  OF  PLAN  BARELY  HIGHER  AFTER  ONE  AND  ONE-HALF  YEARS  . . . 

The  percentage  of  the  West  German  population  having  heard  of  the  Mutual 

Inspection  Plan  in  July  1957,  exactly  two  years  after  it  was  proposed, 

can  hardly  be  considered  higher  than  the  percentage  aware  of  it  in  February  1956. 

The  present  survey  results  show  31%,   as  against  33/^  earlier,  saying  that  they  had 

heard  of  the  Plan. 

"Have  you  ever  heard  of  the  plan  for  mutual  aerial  inspection 
which  was  suggested  at  the  last  Four-Power  conference  of  the 
heads  of  state  in  Geneva?" 

West  Germany 

Feb  1956   July  1957 
(1801)     (1907) 

Yes,   heard  of  it  33^  37^ 

No,   haven't  heard  of  it  67  63 

100^  100^ 

Those  who  had  heard  of  the  Plan  were  asked  several  other  questions  to  check 
further  on  the  extent  and  accuracy  of  their  knowledge  concerning  the  Mutual 
Inspection  Plan.  Among  the  most  significant  of  these  probes  were  the  questions 
asking  these  individuals  who  had  suggested  the  Plan,  and  what  the  Plan  is  about. 

NO  GAIN  IN  KNOWLEDGE  OF  EISENHaJER  AS  AUTHOR,  BUT  INCREASED  UNDERSTANDING  OF  THE 
PLAN  ITSELF  ... 

The  proportion  of  individuals  who  know  that  Eisenhower  proposed  the  Mutual 
Inspection  Plan  is  about  the  same  now  as  last  year  -  namely  one  out  of  ten. 
However,  since  a  slightly  higher  percentage  now  claims  to  have  heard  of  the  Plan 
(37^  against  33)t  earlier),  the  relative  proportion,  among  those  with  knowledge 
of  the  Plan,  is  someX'Jhat  lower  (see  following  table). 

On  the  other  hand,  while  relative  awareness  of  Eisenhower's  authorship  of 
the  Plan  may  be  somewhat  lower  today,  this  fact  is  balanced  by  the  finding  that 
awareness  that  the  U.S.  is  the  source  of  the  Plan  appears  slightly  higher. 
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"And  can  you  tell  ite  vrho  suggested  this  plan  for  mutual 
aerial  inspection?"  (Asked  only  of  those  having  heard 
of  Plan) 


Eisenhower 

Other  U.S.  Figures 

Other  V/estem  Figures 

Russia 

Other  answers 

No  opinion 


Feb  1956 

July  1957 

.801) 

(1907) 

11^        3W 

10^        2656 

6          18 

11         30 

1           3 

2                 5 

1           3 

li              10 

1           3 

-X-                1 

13          39 

11              30 

33^  =  100^ 

38^@  =   102^@ 

Regardless  of  who  gets  credit  for  proposing  the  Plan,  it  is  particularly 
heartening  that  understanding  of  the  Plan  among  those  who  have  heard  about  it, 
has  increased  since  its  announcement.  Whereas  19^  of  the  total  sample  (or  SQ% 
of  those  who  had  heard  of  the  Plan)  had  some  understanding  of  its  features  in 
February  1956,  the  percentage  of  the  general  population  with  an  understanding  is 
now  found  to  be  31^  (or  8Ii%'  among  those  who  had  heard  of  it). 


'Would  you  please  tell  me  what  this  plan  is  about  -  what 
aims  it  pursues?"  (Asked  only  of  those  having  heard  of 
Plan) 

SUMMARY  TABLE 


Some  understanding  of  aims 

Mutual  Armament  Control 
Mutual  Control  (general) 
Prevention  of  war  and  promotion 

of  general  security 
Control  of  Atomic  Weapons 
Supoort  of  Disarmament  Program 

No  understanding  of  aims 

To  further  the  security  of 
international  air  traffic 

Other  answers 
No  opinion/No  answer 


Feb  1956 

July  1957 

19/^ 

31^ 

6% 
6 

12^ 
7 

5 
1 
1 

6 
2 

h 

2 


13. 


7 

39%® 


*  Less  than  one-half  of  one  per  cent. 

Some   respondents  gave  more  than  one   answer. 
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AMOTIG  THOSE  JIAVIKG  HE/IoD  OF  THE  PLAN,  ABOUT  T^'JO  OUT  OF  THREE  KNEVf  IT  HAD  BEEN 
PROPOSED  AGAIN  AT  LOMON,  BUT  ONLY  ABOUT  ONE  OUT  OF  THREE  THOUGHT  U.S.  HAD 
RAISED  IT  ... 

Recent  developments  concerning  Mutual  Inspection  are  apparently  no  better 
knoi-m  than  the  subject  as  a  whole.  Even  among  those  who  said  that  they  had 
heard  of  the  Plan,  no  better  than  two  out  of  three  (21^  of  the  31%)   l<:n©w  that 
it  had  been  raised  a'-ain  at  the  London  Disarmament  talks.  A  further  question 
put  to  those  who  knew  that  fact  revealed  that  a  bare  half  of  that  small  group, 
or  11^  of  the  total  sample,  said  that  it  was  the  United  States  that  did  so. 

"Do  you  perhaps  also  know  where  and  on  what  occasion 
this  plan  for  mutual  aerial  inspection  and  control  of 
military  installations  was  recently  proposed  again?" 
(Asked  only  of  those  having  heard  of  Plan) 


July  19S1 
(1907) 

21^ 
16_ 

31% 


Yes 
No 


9 'I 


"And  by  whom  or  by  which  country  was  it  proposed  again 

United  States  11^ 

Other  Western  Country  2 

Russia  fj 

No  opinion  5 

22^@ 


@ 


Some  respondents  gave  more  than  one  answer. 

-  3  - 


m-/S PAPERS  AND  RADIO  SELECTED  ^S  SOURCES  THROUGH  VffllCH  KNOV/LEDGE  RECEIVED  - 
PAMPIiLETS   (UTILIZED  BY  US  IS)   HARDLY  I^NTIONED    ... 

When  those  respondents  who  said  that  they  had  heard  of  the  Mutual  Inspection 

Plan  were  asked  to  select  from  a  list  of  information  sources  and  media  those 

through  which  they  might  have  learned  about  the   Plan  during  the  past  year,   the 

overwhelming  majority  either  selected  newspapers   (31%  of  the  sample),   or  radio 

(28^).  That  channel  which  USIS  had  directly  utilized  to  bring  this  to  the 

attention  of  the  German  public,   pamphlets,   received  less  than  one-half  of  one 

per  cent  of  the  mentions. 

"Here  is  a  list  of  information  sources   and  media  through 
which  you  might  have  learned  about  the  Aerial  Inspection 
Plan  during  the  past  year.     Will  you  please   check  those 
media  through  which  you  distinctly  remember  learning 
something  about  the   Plan?"      (Asked  only  of  those  having 
heard  of  Plan) 

July  1957 

Newspapers  31^ 

Magazines  k 

Books  ■«• 

Radio  28 

Television  3 

Movies  1 

Pamphlets  if- 

Lectures  1 

Posters  ■}«• 

Exhibits  -)S' 

Some  other,  which?  ...                          1 

Cannot  remember  2 

71%® 

"Now  which  of  the  media  listed  above  would  you  say  has 
taught  you  the  most  about  the  Aerial  Inspection  Plan?" 
(Asked  only  of  those  mentioning  media) 

NcT.spapers  23^ 

Magazines  1 

Books 

Radio  10 

Television  1 

Movies 

Pamphlets  * 

Lectures  ^ 

Posters 

Exhibits  ^ 

Some  other,  which?  ...  ^ 

Cannot  remember  * 


35% 


* 


Less  than  one-half  of  one  per  cent, 


Some   respondents  gave  more  than  one   answer. 
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ORGANIZATIONS  NOT  GENERALLY  SELECTED  AS  SOURCE  OF  INFORMTION  ABOUT  THE  PLAN  .  . . 

In/hile  most  of  the  informed  people  selected  one  or  more  of  the  possible 
sources  listed  in  the  preceding  question  as  the  means  through  which  they  heard 
of  the  Mutual  Inspection  Plan,  when  they  were  presented  with  a  list  of  organiza- 
tions through  which  they  might  have  heard  about  it,  the  great  majority  {3k%   of 
the  37^)  either  answered  that  none  were  sources  of  information  or  that  they 
could  not  remember  if  any  played  a  role. 


"Here  is  a  list  of  organizations  which  have,  during  the  past 
year,  put  on  programs  about  the  Mutual  Aerial  Inspection 
Plan.  Will  you  please  go  over  the  list  and  check  all  those 
you  can  distinctly  remember  going  to  in  order  to  hear  or  to 
see  a  program  about  Mutual  Aerial  Inspection."  (Asked  only 
of  those  having  heard  of  Plan) 


July  1957 

Volkshochschule    (Vdult  education  center)  -Ji-^ 

Labor  unions  2 

Amerika-Haeuser  -"- 
Political  Party  meetings                                                       *    1 

Die   Bruecke  -ss- 

Schools   and  Universities  1 
Institut  Francais 

Some  other,  which?  ...  * 

None  k 

No  opinion  30 

"And  through  which  one  of  these  organizations  would  you  say 
you  have  learned  the  most  about  the  plan?"  (Asked  only  of 
those  having  named  an  organization) 

Volkshochschule    (Adult  education  center)  ^i% 

Labor  unions  2 

Amerika-Haeuser  * 

Political  Party  meetings  1 

Die   Bruecke  * 

Schools   and  Universities  1 

Institut  Francais  ^ 

Some  other,  wAich?   ...  ■{«■ 
None 

No  opinion  -Sf- 

EI 


Less  than  one-half  of  one  per  cent. 

Some   respondents  gave  more  than  one  answer. 
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II.  Evaluation  of  the  Plan 

SGction  1  -  Approval  of  the  Plan 

CONSIDEIL'.BLE  INCREASE  IN  APPROVAL  ... 

VJhereas  a  bare  majority  (^2%)   of  all  respondents  approved  of  the  Plan  in 
February  1956,  more  than  four  out  of  five  (81^)  approved  of  the  Plan  in  July  19^7. 
This  shift  in  opinion  came,  not  from  those  who  disapproved,  but  from  that  formerly 
large  group  which  had  "no  opinion"  on  the  issue. 

"Considering  everything,  do  you  approve  of  this  aerial 
inspection  plan,  or  don't  you  approve  of  it?" 

Feb  1956   July  1957 

Yes,   approve  of  it                                                         $2%  81^ 

No,   don't  aporove   of  it                                                   7  8 

No  opinion                                                                         Ul  11 

100^  100^ 

Gratifying  as  these  new  results  may  be,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  no  more 
people  seem  to  be  aware  of  the  Mutual  Inspection  Plan  than  was  the  case  over  a 
year  ago,  it  raises  the  question  as  to  why  there  should  be  this  greater  approval 
today.  Since,  averaged  into  the  figures  shown  above  are  the  answers  of  those  who 
originally  had  heard  of  the  Plan  and  those  who  had  to  be  informed  by  the  inter- 
viewers, a  first  step  in  further  analysis,  dictated  a  division  of  the  responses 
according  to  whether  or  not  they  had  originally  known  of  the  Plan.  The  four 
columns  of  figures  shown  below  arc  the  results  of  this  separation. 

Those  individuals  who  had  already  known  of  the  Mutual  Inspection  Plan  (in 
July  1957)  were  almost  unanimously  in  favor  of  it  (92^),  while  three-quarters  of 
those  who  had  to  be  told  (75^)  were  also  found' to  approve  of  the  Plan.  Greater 
approval  of  the  Plan  was  also  found  to  be  the  case  in  the  preceding  survey  among 
"knowledgable"  people  {7h%)   as  against  those  who  had  not  known  (Ul^).  The 
interesting  point  here  is  that  today,  the  level  of  approval  among  those  who  had 
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not  known  of  the  Plan  is  as  high  as  was  the  case   a  year  ago  among  those  who  had. 


"Considering  everything,   do  you  approve  of  this   aerial 
inspection  plan,   or  don't  you  approve   of  it?" 


Yes,   approve  of  it 

No,   don't  approve  of  it 

No  opinion 


Feb  1956 


July  1957 


Don't 

Don't 

Know 

Know 

Know 

Know 

lh% 

hlfo 

92^ 

7S% 

10 

5 

6 

9 

16 

5ii 

2 

16 

100^ 

100^ 

100^ 

100^ 

Section  2  -  Expectations  Regarding  the  Plan 

pl;n  novj  given  5o-5o  chance  . . . 

Not  only  do  the  West  Germans  now  give  the  Plan  their  greater  approval,  but 
they  appear  to  give  the  Plan  a  50-50  chance  of  being  accepted  by  Russia  and  the. 
United  States.  Formerly,  there  was  considerably  more  skepticism  concerning  the 
likelihood  of  the  Plan's  being  agreed  to.   In  1956,  three  times  as  many  people 
thought  that  it  was  unlikely  that  an  agreement  would  be  reached  on  the  plan  as 
thought  that  an  agreement  was  likely  (39/^  versus  but  12^).  The  current  results 
show  that  ,just  as  many  people  think  that  an  agreement  will  be  reached  as  think 
the  opposite  (3il^  and  35^  respectively). 


"Do  you  consider  it  likely  or  unlikely  that  the  two  powers  - 
America  and  Russia  -  will  reach  an  agreement  on  this  plan?" 


Feb  1956     July  1957 


Likely 
Unlikely 

Qualified  Answer 
No  opinion 


12^ 

3iif. 

39 

35 

1 

1 

U8 

30 

100,t 


100^ 


The  further  division  of  the  results  into  the  replies  of  those  who  already 
knew  about  the  plan  and  those  who  did  not  (first  shown  in  the  preceding  section) 
was  also  made  for  this  question.  The  results  are  startlingly  similar.  Namely, 
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the  optimism  shown  by  those  who  had  not  known  about  the  Plan  in  July  195?  is 
greater  than  that  shown  by  those  vjho  had  known  in  February  19^6. 

The  considerable  difference  in  opinion  that  has  come  about  in  the  period 
under  study  is  further  seen  in  the  change  in  attitude  of  those  groups  which,  in 
the  two  studies,  already  knew  about  the  Plan.  Even  those  who  knew  about  the 
Plan  in  February  1956  leaned  strongly  to  the  belief  that  it  was  unlikely  that 
agreement  would  be  reached  -  ^^%  holding  it  unlikely  and  only  18^  thinicing  It 
likely.  By  July  19^7,  however,  the  knowledgable  group  considered  it  a  slightly 
better  than,  even  possibility  that  agreement  would  be  reached  -  \x^%   saying  that 
an  agreement  was  likely  while  y)%   thinking  it  unlikely. 

"Do  you  consider  it  likely  or  unlikely  that  the  two  powers  - 
America  and  Russia  -  will  reach  an  agreement  on  this  plan?" 

Feb  1956     July  1957 


Likely 
Unlikely 

Qualified  Answer 
No  opinion 


INCLINATION  TO  BLAIE  RUSSIA  AS  STRONG  AS  EVER  IF  PLAN  NOT  REi^.LIZHD  . . . 

Those  individuals  who  felt  that  it  was  unlikely  that  Russia  and  the  U.S. 
would  reach  an  agreement  on  the  Plan  were  asked  which  country  would  be  more  to 
blame  should  this  happen.  As  in  the  past  survey,  approximately  two-thirds  of 
these  un-optimistic  people  would  tend  to  put  the  blame  squarely  on  Russia, 
although  a  small  group  still  feels  that  both  would  be  equally  to  blame. 

"In  your  opinion,  which  country  would  be  more  to  blame  if 
this  Plan  would  not  be  realized  -  America  or  Russia?" 
(Asked  only  of  those  saying  "unlikelj^*) 

Feb  1956     July  1957 

America                           \%         3%  1%         3% 

Russia                        26    66  25    71 

Both  eoually  to  blame              8    20  6    17 

No  opinion                      It    11  3     9 

39^=100^  35^=100^ 
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Don't 

Don't 

Know 

Know 

Know 

Know 

18^ 

9% 

U8/1 

25^ 

59 

29 

39 

33 

2 

1 

1 

1 

21 

61 

12 

ill 

100^ 

100^ 

100^ 

100^ 

The  reasons  advanced  for  blaming  Russia  should  the  Plan  not  be  realized  are 
essentially  the  same  as  those  found  in  the  previous  study:  namely,  a  belief  that 
Russian  stubbornness  will  block  the  Plan's  adoption  either  through  sheer 
obstructionism  or  distrust  of  the  West.  Detailed  comments  made  in  reply  to  this 
follow-up  question  will  be  found  in  the  Appendix  to  this  report. 

Section  3  -  Implementation 

The  questions  examined  in  this  section  of  the  report  are  concerned  with 
what  might  be  the  consequences  of  implementation  of  the  Plan  -  with  the  implied 
or  supplied  hypothesis  that  an  actual  agreement  between  the  powers  would  be 
reached. 

i^GAJN,  MORE  WORLD  ADVANTAGES  THAN  SPECIFIC  BENEFITS  FOR  GERMNY  SEEN  -  ALTHOUGH 
BOTH  ARE  UP  ... 

In  the  preceding  survey  a  little  over  a  third  of  the  respondents  (3^%) 
could  see  advantages  whioh  would  accrue  (for  the  world)  from  the  implementation 
of  the  Plan,  while  only  a  little  over  a  quarter  (28^)  could  see  benefits 
accruing  specifically  for  Germany,  The  relationship  between  these  two  areas  is 
still  the  same,  although  the  number  of  people  able  to  name  benefits  (for  the 
world)  or  advantages  specifically  benefitting  Germany  has  gone  up. 

Now,  over  half  of  the  population  {^h%)   can  name  advantages  which  would 
result  from  implementation  of  the  Plan,  and  somewhat  under  half  (Ii3/2)  can  name 
advantages  that  would  benefit  Germany. 

"In  your  opinion,  what  advantages  would  result  from 
the  implementation  of  the  plan?" 

"And  what  advantages  would  accrue  for  Germany?" 

General  Advantages 

Advantages  for  Germany 

Feb   July     Feb   July 
1956  1957    1956  1957 

Advantages  36^  5W  28^  h3% 

No  advantages  18  l5  22    20 

No  opinion  U6  31  50    37 

100%  100%  100%  100% 
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BAIJKING  OF  WAR  FIRES  STILL  SEEN  AS  MAIN  ADV/sNTAGE  ... 

The  leading  advantage  previously  mentioned  as  a  result  of  implementation 
has  further  solidified  its  preeminent  position.   "Decreasing  the  danger  of  war" 
mentioned  by  \2%   (in  February  1956)  is  novr  brought  forth  by  21%,   while  such 
other  factors  as  "armaments  could  not  be  kept  secret"  and  "nations  would  come 
to  trust  and  understand  each  other"  showed  smaller  gains  (in  keeping  with  the 
greater  understanding  of  the  goals  of  the  Plan). 

"In  your  opinion,  what  advantages  would  result  from 
the  implementation  of  this  plan?" 

SUMMARY  TABLE + 

Feb  1956        July  1957 
ADVJ5NTAGES  38^  %% 


Advantages  which  serve  peace 

The  danger  of  war  would  not  be  so 

great  12%  21% 

Armament  could  not  be  kept  a  secret    5  9 

The  nations  would  come  to  trust  and 

understand  each  other  5  7 

A  surprise  attach  would  be 

impossible  U  \x 

An  armament  race  would  be  out  of  the 

question  \x  7 

Other  advantages  8 

It  would  be  an  effective  mutual 

control  (general)  .  6  6 

Other  answers  2  2 

NO  ADVANTAGES  16  l5 

No  opinion/No  answer  i;6  31 

102^®  102^@ 


For  specific  comments,  see  Appendix:  to  this  report. 
Some  respondents  gave  more  than  one  answer. 
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GERMNY'S  M;IN  /DVANTAGE  ALSO  SEEN  AS  DECREASED  DANGER  OF  W/Jl  ... 

While  a  majority  of  the  West  German  population  still  is  unable  to  najne  any 
specific  benefit  that  would  accrue  to  Germany  from  the  implementation  of  the 
Mutual  Inspection  Plan  -  20^  saw  no  advantages  and  an  additional  31%   could  not 
give  an  answer  to  the  question  -  the  leading  advantage  which  i£  foreseen  is 
still  the  expectation  that  the  decreased  danger  of  war  would  be  of  value  to 
Germany  (2^%   now  as  against  20^  saying  this  during  the  1956  survey). 

"And  what  advantages  would  accrue  for  Germany?" 

SUMMARY  TABLE + 

Feb  19^6        July  1957 
/ADVANTAGES  29^  h^% 

Advantages  which  serve  peace  2U/2  32$ 

Germany's  chances  for  peace  would  be 

greater  -  danger  of  war  decreases  20$&  2$% 

A  surprise  attack  would  not  be 

possible  2  h 

Political  tensions  in  the  world  ^ 

would  lessen  2  3 

Other  advantages  5  13 


5 


German  armament  could  be  reduced  ) 

German  economy  could  be  stimulated) 

Reunification  would  be  more  likely    1  h 

Germany  would  get  more  information 

concerning  other  nations  1  1 

Germany  would  be  accepted  as  equal    -  1 

Other  answers  3  2 

NO  ADV/-MTAGES  2?  20 

No  opinion/No  answer  50  37 

lOlfcQ  1G2$@ 


"*"  For  specific  comments,   see  Appendix  to  this  report. 
®  Some  respondents  gave  more  than  one  answer. 
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ADVis.NTAGES  NCW  SEEN  0UT1«JEIGHING  DISADVANTAGES  BY  ALMOST  3  TO  1  . . . 

The  point  was  made  in  the  previous  report  that  there  were  signs  which 
indicated  that  if  more  information  concerning  the  Plan  could  be  given,  more 
approval  of  its  objectives  would  be  noted.  In  the  current  report,  while  there 
is  little  if  any  increased  knowledge  about  the  Plan  among  the  population,  those 
who  know  about  it  seem  to  exhibit  a  deeper  understanding  of  its  goals. 

The  emergence  of  this  factor  can  also  be  seen  in  the  following  figures 
showing  the  percentage  of  people  who  were  able  to  name  advantages  and  disadvantages 
which  would  result  from  the  implementation  of  the  Plan.  Actually,  these  were 
two  separate  questions.  The  summary  table  below  calls  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  percentage  of  people  able  to  cite  advantages  which  would  arise  is 
almost  three  times  as  great  as  the  percentage  able  to  cite  disadvantages  (5W 
versus  19^).  In  the  1956  survey  the  ratio  was  2  to  1  (36^  citing  advantages 
while  16^  named  disadvantages). 

"In  your  opinion,  what  advantages  would  result  from 
the  implementation  of  this  Plan?" 

"And  can  you  name  any  disadvantages  which  would,  in 
your  opinion,  result  from  this  plan?" 


Can  name  advantages  or 
disadvantages 

Firm  opinion  that  there  will 

-  be  no  advantages 

-  be  no  disadvantages 

No  opinion 


Advantages 

Disadvj 

mtages 

Feb   July 
1956  1957 

Feb 
1956 

July 
1957 

36f.  Shio 

16^ 

19^ 

18    15 

h6   31 
100^  100^ 

Ik 

50 

100^ 

35 

1^6 
100^ 
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OPINION  STILL  DIVIDED  AS  TO  1/HO  WOULD  DERIVE  GREATER  ADVANTAGES  ... 

Since  the   American  proposal  for  mutual  inspection  is  presented  as  an 
honest  effort  to  assure  all  concerned  that  the  Plan  works  equally  to  the  benefit 
of  both  East  and  VJest,  it  is  essential  that  public  opinion  assess  it  in  that 
light.  The  results  show  that  much  work  remains  to  be  done  to  spread  and  foster 
this  opinion.  A  minority  of  the  population  (3^%)   sees  the  Plan  as  equally 
advantageous  to  both  East  and  West.  This  figure  is  much  the  same  as  it  was  a 
year  and  a  half  ago  -  when  it  was  30^. 

While  the  percentages  of  people  saying  that  the  Plan  works  out  to  the  benefit 
of  either  the  East  or  the  VJest  is  again  practically  equal  (13/^  and  1$%,   as  against 
11^  for  each  in  February  1956),  such  answers  can  be  taken  as  indications  of 
failure  to  see  the  Plan  in  the  light  intended;  for  such  replies  indicate  a 
belief  that  the  Plan  would  enable  one  side  or  the  other  to  gain  some  sort  of 
advantage  over  the  other  -  a  belief  that  would  preclude  its  being  agreed  to  by 
both  sides. 

"Which  of  the  two  sides,  East  or  West,  would  derive 
greater  advantages  from  the  implementation  of  the  Plan?" 


Feb  19g6   July  1957 


11^ 

15^ 

11 

13 

30 

38 

hQ 

3U 

100^ 

100^ 

East 

West 

Both  the  same 

No  opinion 


Even  when  the  answers  to  this  question  are  further  divided  according  to 

whether  the  respondent  already  knew  about  the  Plan  or  had  to  be  informed  of  its 

essence  before  giving  his  opinion,  we  find  that  less  than  half  {hi%)   of  the 

"knowledgable  people"  indicated  their  belief  that  the  Plan  xrould  be  advantageous 

to  both  East  and  VJest. 

"VJhich  of  the  two  sides,  East  or  West,  would  derive 
greater  advantages  from  the  implementation  of  this  plan?" 

July  1957 
East 

East 

VJest 

Both  the  same 

No  opinion 
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Don't 

Know 

Know 

2i|^ 

10^ 

20 

10 

U5 

33 

11 

hi 

100^ 

100^ 

INCIffiASED  OONFIDENCE  THAT  INSPECTION  V7ILL  BE  CARRIED  OUT  AS  PUNNED  . . . 

There  is  considerably  more  confidence  today  that  the  Mutual  Aerial 
Inspection  will  be  carried  out  as  planned  than  there  was  in  early  1956,  At 
that  tine  fewer  than  one  person  out  of  five  (18$2)  would  say  that  they  vrere 
"fairly"  or  "very  confident"  that  this  would  happen.  The  present  sui-vey  shows 
that  more  than  one  out  of  three  {3S%)   now  have  that  degree  of  confidence. 

Another  pdint  to  be  noticed  is  that  although  the  percentage  of  people  with 
"no  opinion"  is  now  much  less  than  before  (2$/o  as  against  hl/o)   the  proportion  of 
people  showing  their  pessimism  by  replying  that  they  felt  "little"  or  "not  at 
all  confident",  has  remained  the  same  -  namely,  four  out  of  ten, 

"Supposing  Russia  and  America  would  reach  an  agreement  on 
this  plan:  How  confident  are  you  that  mutual  aerial 
inspection  will  actually  be  carried  out  as  planned:  Are 
you  very  confident,  fairly  confident,  only  little  confident, 
or  not  at  all?" 


Very  confident 
Fairly  confide n:t 
Little  confident 
Not  at  all  confident 
No  opinion 

100$^     •   100^ 

The  increased  confidence  found  among  the  general  population  is  not  confined 
to  those  individuals  who  had  knowledge  concerning  the  Plan,  While  it  is  true 
that  those  who  already  knew  about  the  Plan  had  a  much  higher  level  of  confidence, 
it  c^n   be  seen  that  an  increase  in  confidence  has  occurred  among  those  who  knew 
as  well  as  among  those  who  had  to  be  informed. 

The  percentas;e  with  a  relatively  high  level  of  confidence  just  about  doubled 
in  both  groups.  Among  those  who  had  to  be  informed  it  went  from  13%   to  2^%; 
while  among  those  with  knowledge  it  went  from  29/?  to  $h%.      Indeed,  the  aura  of 
increased  confidence  is  perhaps  nowhere  better  exemplified  than  in  the  similarity 
of  the  percentages  of  those  who  had  not  known  about  the  Plan  in  July  1957  with 


Feb  1956 

July  1957 

3% 

8^ 

15 

27 

26 

29 

15 

11 

Ui 

25 

-  Ik ' 


those  who  had  known  in  February  1956. 

"Supposing  Russia  and  America  ■would  reach  an  agreement  on 
this  plan:  How  confident  are  you  that  mutual  aerial 
inspection  will  actually  be  carried  out  as  planned:  Are 
you  very  confident ^  fairly  confident,  only  little  confident, 
or  not  at  all?" 


Very  confident 
Fairly  confident 
Little  confident 
Not  at  all  confident 
No  opinion 


Feb  19g6    July  1957 


Don't 

Don't 

Know     Know 

Know     Know 

.T^^  l?^3 

13%    5^)„^ 
38  f^  20  )25 

38        19 

35        27 

17          ll4 

9        11 

16        5U 

5        37 

100^     100^ 

100^     100^ 

MJORITY  NOW  HOLDS  THAT  PURPOSE  OF  PLAN  WILL  BE  ACHIEVED  IF  IMPLEMENTED  . . . 

The  percentage  of  the  VJest  German  population  believing  that  the  purpose  of 
the  Plan,  namely  increased  military  security,  will  be  realized  by  America  and 
Russia  if  the  Plan  is  implemented  has  increased  from  a  plurality  {39%)   to  a 
majority  of  all  respondents  (57/«).  The  size  of  the  skeptical  minority  believing 
that  there  will  be  no  increase  in  security  has  remained  exactly  static  -  Ili%. 

"Supposing  this  plan  is  implemented  by  both  sides  -  America 
and  Russia  -  do  you  think  that  the  purpose  of  the  plan  will 
then  be  achieved  or,  to  put  it  differently,  will  both  sides 
then  enjoy  increased  military  security,  or  won't  they?" 

Feb  1956     July  1957 

Increased  security  39^         57^ 

No  increajed  secui'ity  lU  lU 

No  opinion  kl  29 

100^  100^ 

Optimism  has  advanced  to  such  a  state  that  even  among  those  individuals 
who  had  not  heard  of  the  Mutual  Inspection  Plan,  one  out  of  two  ih9%)   felt  that 
it  would  give  increased  security.   In  this  same  group,  only  one  person  out  of  ten 
thought  that  there  would  be  no  increase  in  security  (11^). 

Feb  1956     July  1957 

Don't        Don't 
Know  Know    Know  Know 

Increased  security  57^  30^  71^  h9% 

No  increased  security  20  10  19    11 

No  opinion  23  60  10    tjO 

100^  100%  100^  lOOf 

-  15  - 


W.JORITY  NOVJ  FOUira  TO  FEEL  THAT  ?U¥.   VJOULD  CONTRIBUTE  SOMETHING  TO  WORLD  PEACE  ... 

A  year  and  a  half  ago  when  the  preceding  survey  took  place,  one  person  out 
of  three  {36%)   could  be  found  to  say  that  realization  of  the  Plan  would  contribute 
something  towards  vrorld  peace.  The  three  categories  combined  to  secure  this 
total  included  those  agreeing  that  it  would  contribute  "to  a  very  high  degree", 
"to  a  high  degree",  or  "to  a  certain  degree".  V/hile  it  is  not  argued  that  a 
response  of  "to  a  certain  degree"  connotes  wild  enthusiasm,  it  can  be  maintained 
that  in  view  of  the  alternatives  offered,  the  respondent  means  thereby  that  it 
at  least  contributes  to  a  measurable,  i.e.  not  insignificant,  degree  -  and  hence 
should  be  considered  a  minimal  favorable  response. 

Utilizing  the  same  divisions,  it  is  apparent  that  over  half  (58^)  now  have 
this  same  degree  of  favorable  outlook. 

"To  what  degree,  in  your  opinion,  would  the  realization  of 
this  plan  contribute  towards  preserving  world  peace?"  (CARD) 


Feb  1956     July  1957 

To  a  very  high  degree               8^)  12^) 

To  a  high  degree                   13  ) 36  22  ) 56 

To  a  certain  degree                l5  )  22  ) 

To  a  small  degree                   7  8 

Hardly  or  not  at  all               10  7 

No  opinion                        hi  29 

100^  100^ 


The  further  divisions  of  these  d?ta  into  separate  tabulations  based  upon 
those  who  knew  and  those  who  had  to  be  told,  before  their  opinions  could  be 
solicited,  shows  for  the  first  time  that  the  attitude  of  those  who  in  July  1957 
had  to  be  told  was  not  quite  as  favorable  thereafter  as  was  found  to  be  the  case 
for  those  who  in  February  1956  already  knew.  i 

The  percentage  of  those  evincing  belief  in  the  Plan's  contribution  to 
world  peace  among  those  who  had  to  be  told  about  it  in  July  1957  was  lih^,  which, 
while  much  higher  than  for  the  same  type  of  person  in  the  preceding  February  (25^), 


16 


is  not  as  high  as  the  $S%   recorded  by  the  knowledgable  people  at  the  earlier 

time . 

"To  what  degree,  in  your  opinion,  would  the  realization  of 
this  plan  contribute  towards  preserving  world  peace?"  (CARD) 


Feb  1956     July  1957' 

Don't  Don't 

Know   Know     Know   Know 


To  a  very  high  degree  \\x%)         $%)  19%) 

To  a  high  degree  18    )56    10   )25        2?   )76    19   )lil| 

To  a  certain  degree  2k   )  10   )  30   )  1?   ) 

To  a  small  degree  12  5  11  6 

Hardly  or  not  at  all  l5  8  7  7 

No  opinion  17  62  6_  h3 

100%       100^  100^       100^ 
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ENHANCED  CH/^NCES   FOR  PEACE  CITED  BY  THOSE  I'JITH  HIGH  DEGREE  OF  CONFIDENCE   ... 

Those  people  who  answered   "to  a  high"  or  "to  a  very  high"  degree  in 
response  to  the  question  as  to  what  degree  they  felt  that  realization  of  the 
Plan  would  contribute  towards  world  peace  were   asked  what  made  them  think  so. 
Their  answer",   summarized  in  the  following  table,   show  that  there  is  a  slightly 
greater  tendency  for  them  to  emphasize  the  incref^sed  chances   for  maintaining 
peace.     This  is  arvnin  a  further  reflection  of  the  previous  indications  that  there 
is  now  somewhat  greater  understanding  of  the   Plan's  goals   among  those  who  have 
heard  of  it. 

"To  what  degree  would,   in  your  opinion,   the   realization 
of  this  plan  contribute  towards  preserving  world  peace?" 

IF  "To  a  very  high  degree"  or  "To  a  high  degree"; 
"liiJhat  makes  you  think  so?" 

SUMMARY  TABLE  "^ 

Feb  1956      July  1957 

Chances  for  maintaining  peace  would  be  enhanced  1^%  2b% 

Mutual  control  would  mean  the  end  of 

military  secrets  6^  11^ 

The  danger  of  war  would  be  reduced  6  9 

Armament  would  be  curtailed  2  3 

Surprise  attacks  would  be  prevented  1  3 

General  underst anding  between  East  and  West  would 

be  promoted  U  5 

A  rapprochement  and  cooperation  between  the 

two  parties  would  be  promoted  )\  5 

Other  answers  1  2 

No  opinion/No  answer  1  2 

2\%  35^@ 


For  specific  comments,  see  Appendijx  to  this  report. 
@  Some  respondents  gave  more  than  one  answer, 
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REASONS  CITED  BY  THOSE  WITH  LESS  THAN  HIGH  DEGREE  OF  CONFIDENCE  IN  PUN'S 
CONTRIBUTION  TO^'JARDS  PEACE  MUCH  THE  SAME  AS  IN  PREVIOUS  SURVEY  . . . 

The  follovjing  summary  tables  give  in  condensed  form  the  reasons  given 

by  those  persons  who  answered  that  they  felt  that  the  Plan  would  contribute 

"to  a  certain  degree"  or  even  "to  a  small  degree"  or  "hardly  or  not  at  all" 

towards  preserving  world  peace.  The  patterns  of  response  are  almost  exactly 

those  found  being  given  by  people  who  gave  these  answers  in  the  previous  survey. 

"To  what  degree  would,  in  your  opinion,  the  realization 
of  this  plan  contribute  towards  preserving  world  peace?" 

IF  "To  a  certain  degree": 
"What  makes  you  think  so?" 

SUmRY_TABLE  + 

Feb  1956      July  1957 

Chances  for  maintaining  peace  would  be  enhanced  'J%  7^ 

Through  mutual  control  armament  could  be 

limited  h%  3% 

The  danger  of  war  would  be  reduced  2  3 

Surprise  attacks  would  be  prevented  1  1 

General  understanding  between  East  and  West  would 

be  promoted  2  1 

A  rapprochement  between  the  two  sides  could 

be  achieved  2  1 

Implementation  of  the  plan  does  not  guarantee 

the  maintenance  of  peace  5  9 

There  is  no  guarantee  that  both  parties  will 

stick  to  the  plan  2  5 

Implementation  of  this  plan  is  not  an 

essential  factor  in  preventing  war  2  2 

The  plan  might  be  successful  provided  both 
parties  keep  the  agreement  which  they  would 
conclude  1 

The  East  cannot  be  relied  on  to  comply  with 

an  agreement  -"-  2 

An  understanding  between  East  and  VJest  would  not 

be  promoted  -  1 

Contrasts  remain  and  forstall  full  agreement      -  1 

Other  answers  •»■  2 

No  opinion/No  answer  1  2 

Less  than  one-half  of  one  per  cent. 
■*■  For  specific  comments,  see  Appendix  to  this  report. 
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"To  what  degree  would,  in  your  opinion,  the  realization 
of  this  plan  contribute  towards  preserving  world  peace?" 

IF  "To  a  small  degree"  or  "Hardly  or  not  at  all"; 
"What  makes  you  think  so?" 

SUMMARY  TABLE + 

Feb  1956     July  19^7 

Imple  Trent  at  ion  of  the  plan  does  not  guarantee  the 

maintenance  of  peace  2.3%  12/6 

This  plan  will  have  no  influence  on  war  or 

peace  6%  k% 

Both  parties  could  be  counted  on  to  sabotage 

a  treaty  by  secretly  going  ahead  with 

rearmament  '        ^  6 

Russia  cannot  be  expected  to  stick  to  the  plan      2  2 

General  understanding  between  East  and  West  would 

not  be  promoted  1  1 

Existing  tensions  would  not  be  eased  through 
this  plan  1  ^i- 

It  would  only  result  in  espionage  activities 

on  both  sides  -st  -ii- 

The  U.S.  and  Russia  will  never  reach  an  agreement   -;;-  1 

Other  answers  1  X 

No  opinion/No  answer  2        '    1 


Less  than  one -half  of  one  per  cent. 

For  specific  comments,  see  Appendix  to  this  report. 
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Ill  -  Views  Regarding  International  Disarmament 

ONE  THIRD  WOULD  PUT  OFF  REUNIFICATION  FOR  DISARMAMENT 

In  the  question  under  consideration  here  the  attempt  vas  made  to  link  the 
issues  of  disarmament  and  reunification.  On  each  of  these  issues  as  separate 
factors  a  healthy  majority  could  be  expected  to  be  favorable.  However,  since 
in  the  world  of  reality  these  two  are  closely  bound  up  as  far  as  the  German 
problem  is  concerned,  the  following  alternatives  were  posed  for  selection  by  the 
West  German  public: 

A  -  A  choice  favoring  disarmament,  wherein  reunification  would  be 

put  off 
B  -  A  choice  for  disarmament,  only  on  condition  that  it  brings 

reunification,  and 
C  -  A  stand  against  disarmament,  regardless  of  its  influence  on 

reunification. 

The  answers  obtained  to  this  question  open  up  many  avenues  for  speculation. 
For  example,  about  one-third  (32/0)  selected  answer  "A"  indicating  that  they  favor 
disarmament  even  if  it  meant  that  reunification  would  not  be  reached  as  fast. 
■■"Mle  this  can  be  interpreted  as  showing  how  great  an  interest  they  have  in  a 
general  disarmament,  it  has  a  reverse  twist  in  that  one  may  wonder  as  to  how 
great  their  real  interest  if  in  reunification. 

A  majority  (51'^)  actually  chose  answer  "B",  which  said  that  they  were  for 
disarmament,  but  only  if  reunification  could  be  reached  through  it.   Such  a  view 
may  be  likened  to  those  who  would  eat  their  cake  and  have  it  too.   They  certainly 
cannot  be  considered  to  have  a  burning  interest  in  accomplishing  general  disarma- 
ment when  such  a  big  "if"  is  attached. 
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Taking  the  sum  total  of  responses  to  this  two-edged  question,  one  must  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  there  is  evidence  that  neither  issue  is  a  burning  one  - 
at  least  when  opposed  to  the  other  -  for  only  i/3  are  unqualifiedly  for  disarma- 
ment, while  only  l/2  choot;e  nnswers  indicating  an  interest  in  reunification. 

"l«naich  of  the  views  stated  on  this  card  regarding  a  general 
international  disarmament  comes  closest  to  your  own?"  (CARD) 

A  -  I  am  all  for  general  disarmament  even  if 
this  means  reunification  would  not  he 
reached  as  fast,  32^ 

B  -  I  am  for  general  disarmament,  but  only  if 

reunification  can  be  reached  through  it.      51 

C  -  I'm  against  any  form  of  general  disarma- 
ment, regardless  of  whether  it's  a  means 
of  achieving  reunification  or  not.  5 

No  opinion  12 

lOOfo 

LEVEL  OF  RUSSIAN  INTEREST  IN  DISARlvIAMENT  JUDGED  TO  BE  AS  LOW  AS  EVER  -- 
Ur7?L   OF  U.S.  INTEREST  JUDGED  MUCH  HIGHER 

In  May  I956  two  questions  were  presented  to  the  West  German  population  con- 
cerning the  amount  of  interest  they  felt  that  Russia  and  the  United  States  had  in 
the  subject  of  a  general  disarmament. 

A  cjoaical  majority  replied  that  both  Russia  and  the  United  States  had  slight 
or  no  interest  whatever  in  disarmament,  while  equally  small  minorities  thought 
that  they  had  an  interest.  The  concensus  of  opinion  concerning  the  U.S.  and 
Russia  was  uniform  -  and  unfavorable. 

The  picture  today  shows  a  startling  change.   Not  as  far  as  Russia  is  con- 
cerned however.  The  pattern  of  responses  concerning  that  country's  interest  in 
disarmament  is  pretty  much  the  sane  as  it  was  before. 

"How  great,  do  you  think,  is  the  actual  Russian  interest  in  a 
general  international  disarmament:   Very  great,  great  or  slight?" 


Very  great 

Great 

Slight 

No  interest  whatever 

(volunteered) 
No  opinion 
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May  1956 
(18U3) 

July  1957 
(19^7) 

13  )  ^^^" 
k2 

16  )  ^^^ 
1^3 

16 

15 

25 

21 

100<fo  100^ 


The  big  change  is  found  in  the  responses  concerning  the  level  of  interest 
they  feel  that  the  U.S .  has  in  a  general  disarmament.  If  the  West  Germans 
cynically  lumped  the  U.S.  and  Russia  together  on  this  subject  before,  they  see  a 
vast  difference  now.  They  have  not  exactly  completely  reversed  their  previous 
feelings.  Still,  a  slight  plurality  can  now  be  found  saying  that  the  U.S.  has 
"great"  or  "very  great"  interest.  This  percentage  (1+'+^)  is  more  than  twice  as 
great  as  -v-ras  found  a  year  ago  (l8'^)...  before  the  Suez  and  Hungarian  events. 

"How  great,  do  you  think,  is  the  actual  American  interest  in 
a  general  international  disarmament:  Very  great,  great  or 
slight? 

May  1956    July  1957 
(181+3)      (1907) 

Very  great  k^)  lOfo) 

Great  ik   )  ^^^     3^+  )  ^^^ 

Slight  k2  29 

No  interest  whatever 

(volunteered)  13  6 

No  opinion  2?  21 

100^        lOOfo 

ONLY  AMONG  THOSE  WHO  KNOW  OF  MUTUAL  INSPECTION  PLAN  IS  MAJORITY  FOUND  SAYING 
U.S.  INTEREST  IN  DISARMAMENT  IS  HIGH 

While  the  difference  between  the  figures  cited  above  (concerning  U.S.  in- 
terest in  disarmament)  can  be  linked  to  the  important  series  of  intervening 
events,  still  another  factor  can  be  experimentally  introduced  -  the  Mutual 
Inspection  Plan.  By  sorting  out  the  answers  of  those  individuals  who  had  known 
of  the  Plan,  as  distinguished  from  those  who  had  not  known,  on  this  question  of 
U.S.  interest  in  disarmament,  a  new  cross -tabulation  is  obtained. 
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It  is  among  those  who  knew  of  the  Plan  before  being  interviewed  that  the 
greatest  changes  had  occurred.  Among  them  a  clear  majority  (56^)  answered  that 
the  U.S.  interest  was  "great"  or  "very  great".   It  must  be  pointed  cut,  however, 
that  even  among  those  with  knowledge  of  the  Plan  somewhat  over  a  third  (actually 
37^,  as  against  3^^  among  those  who  had  not  known) still  maintained  that  Anerican 
interest  in  a  general  disarmament  was  slight  or  non-existent. 

"How  great,  do  you  think,  is  the  actual  American  interest  in  a 
general  international  disarmament:  Very  great,  great  or  slight?" 


Very  great 

Great 

Slight 

No  interest  whatever 

(volunteered) 
No  opinion 


Know 

Don't  know 

1^2  )  56?^ 

30  )  3^^ 

31  ) 

28  ) 

)  37 

)  Z^ 

6  ) 

6  ) 

7 

29 

100^  100^ 


The  effect  of  intervening  time  is  also  apparent  even  among  those  who  had 
not  knoim  of  the  Plan,  for  the  percentage  saying  that  the  U.S.  interest  is  high 
is  slightly  larger  (37'^)  than  the  percentage  feeling  that  U.S.  interest  was 
low  {j>k1o). 
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IV  -  The  Role  of  Information  Media 

Ab  a  follow-up  study  to  the  one  carried  out  last  February,  it  was  an  essen- 
tial part  of  the  design  to  ascertain  the  role  that  the  various  information  media, 
and  particularly  USIS  media  played  in  the  spreading  of  information  concerning  the 
Mutual  Inspection  Plan.  Since  it  became  apparent  in  the  first  part  of  this  report 
that  the  number  of  people  knowing  about  the  Plan  has  not  materially  increased  in 
the  last  year  and  a  half,  there  is  no  problem  of  determining  which  USIS  activity 
was  most  responsible.  Instead,  we  are  faced  with  the  question  of  whether  USIS 
activities  played  any  role  in  keeping  knowledge  of  the  Mutual  Inspection  Plan 
before  the  West  German  public. 

The  first  step  in  the  process,  therefore,  is  to  determine  the  relationship 
between  the  types  of  media  exposure  and  knowledge  of  the  Plan;  and  finally  to 
determine  whether  people  exposed  to  USIS  activities  have  any  more  or  less  knowl- 
edge than  those  who  have  not  been  similarly  influenced. 

Section  1   -  Non-USIS  Media  Exposure  and  Knowledge  of  the  Plan 

DAILY  RADIO  LISTENERS  SOMEWHAT  MO'^E  KNOWLEDGEABLE  ABOUT  THE  PLAN  THAN  OTHERS 

Inati:auch  as  93'^  of  the  V/est  German  public  listens  to  the  radio  it  was  advis- 
able to  make  several  divisions  of  "radio  listeners',  and  then  to  determine  each 
group's  level  of  knowledge  concerning  the  Mutual  Inspection  Plan,   Those  who 
listen  to  the  radio  every  day  at  least  one  or  more  times  were  found  to  know  more 
than  those  who  listen  less  often,  or  who  do  not  listen  at  al^  (Usfo  versus  29fj, 
22^,  and  15^o  has  knowledge)  . 

Frequency  of  Radio  Listening 

Several     Once  a 
At  least  tiraes  week  Don't 

every  day     a   week        or   less      listen 


(1300) 

(3^+6) 

(121) 

(138) 

Had  heard  of  Plan 

h3lo 

29io 

22^ 

15?^ 

Had  not  heard 

57 

71 

78 

85 

100^  100^  lOO/o  100^ 
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NEWSPAPER  READERS  KNOW  MORE  THAN  NON -READERS  ABOUT  PLAN  -  SAME  TRUE  FOR  MAGAZINE 
READERS 

A  similar  analysis  was  made  of  newspaper  readers,  with  divisions  made  be- 
tween those  who  read  a  paper  more  than  once  a  week,  those  who  read  papers  but  do 
it  once  a  week  or  less  often,  and  those  who  admit  that  they  do  not  read  them  at 
all.  The  percentage  in  each  group  found  to  have  answered  that  they  had  knowledge 
of  the  Mutual  Inspection  Plan  is  completely  parallel  to  that  found  for  radio 
listeners .  The  range  of  knowledge  goes  from  a  high  of  i+1^  to  a  low  of  V2$   among 
the  non-readers . 


Frequency  of  Newspaper  Reading 

More  than     Once  a  week   Don't 
once  a  week   or  less       read 


(1618) 

m) 

(21^1) 

Had  heard  of  Plan 

1+1^ 

25^ 

12^ 

Had  not  heard 

59 

75 

88 

lOOfo         lOOfo       100% 

German  magazine  readers  were  simply  divided  into  readers  and  non-readers, 
since  the  division  between  the  two  groups  is  more  even  (52fo  of  the  sample  read 
magazines).  The  result  of  the  cross-run  shows  that  as  with  radio  and  with  news- 
papers, magazine  viders  are  slightly  more  knowledgeable  about  the  Plan  than  are 
non-readers  (U6%  versus  28%  with  knowledge) . 


Had  heard  of  Plan 
Had  not  heard 


Readershi 

of  > 

lagazines 

Readers 

(988) 

Non 

-readers 

' :  19: 

KGio 

28% 

100% 

72 
100% 
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TELEVISION  VIEI^ffiRS  ALSO  SCMEWHAT  MORE  LIKELY  TO  KNOW  OF  PLAN 

The  same  general  pattern  which  has  been  found  for  newspaper  readers  versus 
non-readers^  and  for  magazine  readers  versus  non-readers  also  holds  true  for  those 
individuals  who  have  seen  a  television  program  during  the  year.  Some  h&j^   of  such 
viewers  were  found  to  know  ahout  the  Plan  as  compared  with  only  29^  of  the  non- 
viewers  . 


Had  heard  of  Plan 
Had  not  heard 


Television  Vie^Jtiiog 

Have  seen 
(93'+) 

TV 

Have  not 
(97U) 

he$ 

29fo 

9^ 

71 

100^         100^ 


In  this  connection,  it  must  he  pointed  out^  that  although  almost  half  of  the 
West  German  population  (^9/0)  has  seen  some  television  during  the  year,  most  such 
people  are  very  infrequent  viewers .  Three  out  of  five  viewers  do  so  less  often 
than  once  a  month. 

"Have  you  perhaps  seen  any  television  programs  during 
the  past  year?" 


s  (Approximately  how  often?) 

k9^ 

Every  day 

klo 

2-6  times  a  week 

3 

Once  a  week  or  several  times 

a  month 

12 

Less  than  once  a  month 

30 

No  opinion 

* 

51 

A  further  probe  of  those  who  raw  any  programs  to  determine  whether  they  re- 
membered seeing  one  dealing  with  the  Mutual  Inspection  Plan,  revealed  that  only 
one  out  of  ten  in  this  group  thought  that  he  had  (59^  of  the  total)- although  2^ 
(of  the  5^3)  was  vague  as  to  where  or  when, 

*  Less  than  one  half  of  one  per  cent. 
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"Have  you  perhaps  seen  any  television  programs  during 
the  past  year?" 

IF  "Yea": 

"Has  one  of  these  programs  perhaps  ever  dealt  with  the 
plan  of  instituting  uutual  aerial  inspection  or  establish- 
ing a  thinned-out  military  zone? 


Yes  5^ 

(Which  television  station  was  it?) 

NWRV  (Hamburg  and  Cologne)  2^ 

Munich  TV  * 

Baden-Baden  TV  (South/West)  * 

Other  TV  stations  1 

No  opinion/No  answer  2 


(And  approximately  when  did  you 

see  it?) 

1-2  weeks  ago  *$ 

3  -  ^  weeks  ago  1 

5  weeks  and  more  ago  2 

Don't  know  2 

No  hz 

No  opinion  1 

h9io 


READERS  OF  Ai^lERICAN  PUBLICATIONS  TWICE  AS  LIKELY  TO  ICNOW  ABOUT  THE  PLAN  AS 
NON-READERS 


Those  Germans  who  read  American  newspapers  or  magazines  to  any  extent  were 
found  to  have  a  considerably  greater  awareness  of  the  Plan  than  non-readers. 
Seven  out  of  ten  of  the  reading  group  (TOfo)  as  against  only  half  as  many  (35^) 
among  the  non-readers  were  found  to  have  knowledge  of  the  Plan. 

Readership  of  American  Newspapers  or  Magazines 


Had  heard  of  Plan 
Had  not  heard 


Readers 
(107) 

Non-readers 
(IbOO) 

70^ 

35^ 

30 

65 

100^  100^ 


*  Less  than  one  half  of  one  per  cent, 
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Unfortunately,  the  numberical  size  of  the  readers  of  American  newspapers  or 
magazines  is  not  very  large.  Only  a  maximiun  of  5^  can  be  included  as  readers 
when  the  loosest  possible  definition  is  used. 

"Have  you  perhaps  occasionally  read  any  American  newspapers, 
pictorials  or  periodicals  during  the  past  year?" 

April  1955   May  1956   July  1957 
(1269)      (161^3)      (1907) 

Yes  -  Often  1^)  li>)  l'f>) 

Occasionally  5  )  10^°  3)7^    2  )  5^ 

Seldom  h   )  3  )        2  ) 

Ko  _90_      _93_        95 

100^       100^        100^0 

Section  2  -  USIS  Media  Exposure  and  Knowledge  of  the  Plan 

MAJORITY  OF  VOA  LISTENERS  KNOW  OF  PLAN 

When  division  of  the  sample  is  made  into  VOA  listeners  and  non-listeners^ 
the  resulting  table  shows  that  a  majority  of  the  VOA  listeners  (55/o)  "but  only 
three-tenths  (30'^)  of  the  non-listeners  had  knowledge  of  the  Plan, 

Listening  to  VOA 

Listeners    Non-listeners 

Had  heard  of  Plan 
Had  not  heard 


(553) 

(135M 

55fc 

3oi 

i+5 

70 

Only  tv70  out  of  seven  persons  who  listen  to  the  - OA  can  remember  hearing 
anything  about  the  Mutual  Inspection  Plan  through  these  programs  (i.e.  8fo  out  of 
the  29^  who  listen  to  the  VOA)  .  While  Sfo  of  the  West  German  population  equals 
a  sizeable  number  of  people,  it  cannot  be  considered  an  outstanding  index  of  VOA 
effectiveness  in  spreading  knowledge  of  the  Plan. 

"Did  you  ever  hear  anything  about  the  Mutual  Aerial  Inspection 
Plan  or  the  so-called  'thinned-out '  zone  in  this  program?" 
(Asked  of  those  listening  to  VOA.) 

Yes,  several  times  3/" 

Yes ,  once  5 

No,  never  20 

No  opinion  1 
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CLOSE  TO  THFUSE -FOURTHS  OF  FILM,  AMERIKA  HAUS,  AND  EXTENSION  PROGR/vM  ATTENDEES 
HAD  HEARD  OF  MUTUAL  INSPECTION 

After  dividing  the  population  into  those  who  had  attended  USIS  film  showings, 
visited  Amerika  Hauser,  or  attended  an  extension  program  (as  against  those  who 
had  not)  the  percentages  found  to  have  already  known  of  the  Mutual  Inspection 
Plan  prior  to  the  survey  were  the  highest  yet  -  ranging  from  72/0  to  lh%. 

USIS  Fi]n  P-ogram® 

Have  seen  Films   Have  not  seen  Films 


Plad  heard  of  Plan 
Had  not  heard 


(97) 

(177^^) 

Ihio 

35^ 

26 

65 

lOOfo  100^ 


Attendance  at  Amerika  Haus 

Are  visiting  Visited  in  past  Never  visited 


Had  heard  of  Plan 
Had  not  heard 


(i^6) 

(88) 

(1773) 

72^ 

71^ 

35/0 

28 

29 

65 

loofo  looio  io(yf> 


Amorlkn   Hr.is  Extension  Program^ 

Attended         Did  not  attend 


Had  heard  of  Plan 
Had  not  heard 


(22) 

(183M 

i3i> 

37?^ 

27 

63 

100^ 


@  Excludes  36  people  who  were  uncertain  whether  or  not  they  had  seen  USIS  films, 

#  Excludes  51  people  who  were  uncertain  whether  or  not  they  had  attended  an 
extension  program. 
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CAUTIONS  TO  BE  NOTED 

Although  the  percentages  of  people  with  knowledge  are  about  twice  as  large 
for  those  taking  part  in  a  USIS  activity  as  for  those  individuals  who  have  not 
taken  part;,  too  much  should  not  he  read  into  these  seemingly  favorable  results. 
For  example : 

1.  Among  those  people  who  had  attended  a  USIS  film  showing,  72'^  were  found 
to  know  about  the  Mutual  Inspection  Plan,  while  among  those  who  had  not  seen  a 
picture  only  35^  knew  of  it.  Off-hand  the  temptation  is  strong  to  say  that  USIS 
film  showings  had  a  decided  influence  on  its  viewers.  However,  since  all  who 
said  that  they  attended  such  showings  were  asked  to  tell  the  subject  matter  of  the 
films  which  they  saw,  there  is  a  further  check  available.  Not  a  single  one  of 
the  attendees  mentioned  the  Mutual  Inspection  Plan  I  Thus  while  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  USIS  film  attendees  know  more  about  the  Mutual  Inspection  Plan,  they 
did  not  get  that  information  from  the  films  themselves  I 

2.  V/hiie  those  people  who  have  visited  an  Amerika  Haus  more  than  once  were 
twice  as  likely  to  have  heard  of  the  Plan  as  was  found  among  those  who  never  hadj 
the  fact  that  those  who  had  once  (sometime  in  the  past)  visited  an  Amerika  Hnus 
were  just  as  likely  to  know  about  it  i'Jl'j'o)    does  not  permit  the  claim  that  such 
heightened  knowledge  was  due  to  the  information  obtained  through  visiting  the  Haus, 

Furthermore,  as  was  done  with  VGA  lisi  tjaers  ,  those  who  said  that  they 
had  visited  an  Amerika  Haus  more  than  once  during  the  year  were  asked  if  they  had 
ever  heard,  read  or  seen  anything  about  the  Plan  in  the  Amerika  Haus.  The  per- 
centage answering  ''yes'  is  quite  small  ,   It  amounts  to  less  than  one  half  of  one 
percent  of  the  total  population,  and  ••  len  recclculated  upon  the  base  of  those  who 
had  visited  the  Amerika  Haus,  it  comes  to  less  than  one  out  of  ten  (i.e.  7^  o- 
those  who  attended  an  Amerika  Haus  more  than  once). 

.'■f  visited  an  Amerika  Haus  more  than  once: 

"Have  you  perhaps  ever  heard,  read  or  seen  anything  about  the 
Mutual  Aerial  Inspection  PTan  in  the  Amerit-  Haus?" 

(1907) 

Yes  *%  li 

No  2        89 

No  opinion  *  k 

2^  =   100^ 
*  Less  than  one  half  of  one  per  cent. 
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3.  The  table  concerning  the  extension  programs  can  also  be  misleading 
Since  only  tvo  of  the  activities  carried  on  by  the  Amerika  Haus  Extension  Program 
were  applicable  to  the  spread  of  information  about  the  Mutual  Inspection  Plan, 
those  persons  who  said  that  they  had  attended  such  an  activity^  were  asked  to  say 
what  type  it  was .   Only  if  they  answered  that  they  had  attended  a  lecture  or  film 
showing  (the  two  possibilities  through  which  they  could  have  learned  of  the  Plan) 
were  they  asked  if  they  remembered  hearing  or  seeing  anything  about  it  there. 
The  resulting  figures  here  are  extremely  small,  and  hence  must  be  considered 
statistically  unreliable.  Still, it  is  interesting  that  not  a  single  one  of  the 
ten  souls  who  indicated  their  attendance  at  a  lecture  or  film  showing  felt  that 
they  had  heard  about  it  through  such  attendance . 

(It  must  be  pointed  out  that  only  1$  of  the  sample  indicated  atxondance 
at  any  kind  of  an  extension  program.  Included  in  that  figure  are  the  ten  :.)eople 
who  mentioned  lectures  or  films.) 

Section  3  -  The  Relationship  bejfcween  USIS  and  non-USIS  Exposure  and  Knowledge 
pj.- -.(■he "Plan  '  " "  '^'^"■" 

It  has  been  eminently  apparent  that  every  time  there  has  been  an  examination 
of  a  particular  medium  of  communication  that  those  indiAOdur-lr;  vhc  have  tne 
greatest  exposure  are  found  to  be  most  likely  to  h^ve  knowledge  of  the  Mutual 
Inspection  Plan.  This  was  true  in  varying  degrees  depending:  UTJOn  tn?  specific 
medium  under  scrutiny. 

Inasmuch  as  our  main  interest  has  been  in  the  relationship  between  U31S  e:;-- 
posure  and  knowledge  of  the  Plan,  the  "Cautions"  which  have  had  to  be  considered 
in  the  preceding  section  have  called  into  question  the  data  found  ':3V"orablc  xo 
USIS  exposure.   Since  evidence  is  lacking  which  could  prove  that  the  greater  avare- 
ness  found  was  due  solely  or  directly  to  a  particular  USIS  activity,  it  wgs  nec- 
essary to  probe  further  into  the  interrelationship  between  exposure  to  USIS 
activities  and  to  g:neral  media  exposure  as  far  as  knowledge  of  the  Plan  is  con- 
cerned. 
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study  of  the  level  of  knowledge  about  the  Plan  held  by  those  who  were  exposed 
to  one  or  more  of  the  USIS  activities  as  against  those  who  were  not  exposed  to  any 
USIS  media  reveals  that  there  is  twice  as  much  knowledge  to  be  found  in  the  first 
group  (56/0  knew,  as  against  28'/o  among  the  non-USIS  exposed). 


Had  beard  of  Plan 
Had  not  heard 


USIS  exposed 

Non-USIS  exposed 

(625) 

(1282) 

56?& 

2Qi, 

kk 

72 

100?^  100^ 


However,  it  is  possible  that  included  among  our  USIS  exposed  people  are  many 
individuals  who  have  been  exposed  to  several  USIS  media,  and  so  have  more  sources 
than  people  in  the  second  group.  Even  if  this  should  not  be  the  case,  we  would 
still  have  to  rule  out  the  possibility  that  the  higher  degree  of  knowledge  is 
due  to  the  fact  that  USIS  exposed  individuals  have  greater  media  exposure  in 
general. 

Since  listeners  to  the  VOA  comprise  the  largest  single  group  of  USIS  exposed 
people  (of  the  625  USIS  exposed,  ^88  only  listen  to  the  VOA)  thic  aro\xp   woe 
examined  to  test  the  possibilities  under  consideration.*   (It  is  also  worth  noting 
that  among  the  VOA  listeners  55?'°  were  found  to  have  knowledge  of  the  Plan,  while 
among  non-listeners  it  had  been  SOf"-  These  figures  are  almost  identical  with 
those  for  general  USIS  exposure.) 

After  separating  those  who  listen  to  the  VOA  from  those  who  do  not,  an  index 
of  exposure  to  communication  media  vras  calculated.  Each  respondent  was  assigned 
a  score  of  ^,  3>   2,  1,  or  0  —  where  the  higher  the  score,  the  greater  was  the 
exposure.  The  scores  themselves  were  based  upon  the  following  considerations: 

Media  Habit  Score 
Listen  to  the  radio  at  least  once  a  day  1 

Viewed  some  television  during  the  year  1 

Read  newspapers  every  day  1 

Read  some  magazine  during  the  year  1 

Maximum  ^ 

*  An  additional  consideration  was  the  small  n\amber  of  cases  for  other  USIS 
activities . 

-  33  - 


Where  the  above  habit  was  not  found,  a  score  of  0  was  assigned.  Among  VOA 
listeners  and  non-listeners,  two  groups  were  compiled.  Those  with  scores  of  3 
or  k   were  called  "high  exposure",  and  those  with  2,  1,  or  0  were  labeled  "low 
exposure" . 


High  exposure 
Low  exposure 


VOA  listeners 
■    (553) 

Non' 

-listeners 
(1351^) 

66^0 

khio 

3U 

k6 

100^  100^ 


Thus,  one  of  the  possibilities  upon  which  we  had  to  check  is  found  to  be 
true.  Namely,  VOA  listeners,  in  addition  to  that  specific  factor,  are  also  more 
"exposed"  individuals  -  and  with  this  greater  degree  of  exposure  we  must  expect 
greater  knowledge. 

However,  we  can  go  one  step  further  and  check  up  on  this  very  finding  by 
keeping  the  degree  of  exposure  constant.  When  that  is  done  the  following  table 
emerges : 

VOA  listeners    Non-listeners 


Exposure 
High      Low 
(361^)    (1H9) 

Exposure 
High      Low 
(593)    (761) 

62^       koio 

k2i,             21^ 

38          60 

58      79 

Had  heard  of  Plan 

Had  not  heard 

100^     lOOfo  100^     100'^ 

At  this  point  the  conclusion  is  inescapable  that  although  it  is  very  true  that 
VOA  listeners  (and  most  probably  all  USIS  exposed  individuals)  have  a  higher  level 
of  exposure  to  all  media  of  communication,  it  is  also  time  that  even  when  general 
exposure  is  held  constant  they  are  a  peculiarly  alert  group  in  their  own  right. 


3^^  - 


The  following  table,  which  is  a  complete  tabulation  from  which  the  preceding 
one  was  compiled,  is  presented  to  forstall  any  speculation  that  there  is  still 
some  difference  between  the  two  groups  which  has  been  covered  up  by  the  lumping 
together  of  scores  of  3  and  ^l-  on  the  one  hand  and  2,  1,  and  0  on  the  other. 


Had  heard  of  Plan 
Had  not  heard 


Had  heard  of  Plan 
Had  not  heard 


Section  h   -   Extent  of  USIS  Exposure 


DECREASING  AUDIENCE  FOR  USIS  ACTIVITIES 


VOA 


VOA  listeners 
(553) 

SCORE 

s 

1^ 

3      2 
(212)   (lilO) 

1 

0 

(152) 

(h2) 

(7) 

69io 

57?^   h6i> 

21^ 

29?^ 

31 

h3          3h 

79 

71 

lOO/c.   100^   100^   lOOfo  100^ 


Non-listeners 
(135^) 

SCORES 

4 

3      2      1 

0 

(197) 

(396)   (360)   (261) 

(ii^o) 

hSio 

kii,       30^0   i8^ 

5^ 

5k 

59    70    82 

95 

looio     loafo     100^     100^0     100^ 


Whereas  two  ye^irs  ago  a  majority  (5^^)  of  the  adult  West  Germans  still 
listened  to  the  programs  of  the  Voice  of  America,  there  remains  but  three  out  of 
ten  (29'/o)  who  do  so  today. 


"Have  you  ever  listened  to  the  program  'The  Voice  of  America' 
over  the  radio?   (Approximately  how  often  during  the  past 
year?)" 


Yes ;  U  -  6  times  a  week 
Yes ,1-3  times  a  week 
Yes ,1-3  times  a  month 
Yes,  less  than  once  a  month 
Yes,  I  heard  it  in  the  past 
No,  have  never  heard  it  -  or 

don't  listen  to  radio 
Don't  know 


April  1955   May  I956   July  1957 
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(1269) 

(1843) 

(1907) 

9io) 

H) 

3^) 

fo  \    5^^" 

il!  39. 

9  \     -^^ 

13  ) 

13  ) 

11  ) 

13 

19 

20 

33 

k2 

ks 

2 

loo^ 


Films  - 

An  even  sharper  drop  seems  to  have  occurred  among  those  who  remem'ber 
having  seen  any  American-made  cultural  or  documentary  film.  Although  it  wae 
never  expected  to  have  a  mass  appeal,  about  one  person  out  of  eight  (13^)  in 
1955  saw  0  USIS  film  through  non-commercial  channels.  Today  it  is  but  one  out 
of  twenty  (5^) . 


"Have  you  ever  seen  any  American-made  cultural  or  documentary 

films  during  meetings  or  lectures,  for  instance,  or  at  adult 

education  centers  or  seminars?   (That  is,  not  in  connection 
with  a  regular  feature  film.)" 


April  19^^   May  1936   July  19^7 
(1269)      (l8i+3)      (1907) 


Ye£ 

No 


13^ 

8? 

100^ 


11^ 

89 

100^ 


5i 

_95_ 
100^ 


Amerika  Haus  - 

The  evidence  concerning  the  trend  in  attendance  at  the  Amerika  Haus  is 
not  as  clear-cut  as  is  the  case  for  the  other  two  activities.  The  percentage  of 
people  attending  an  Amerika  Haus  more  than  once  during  a  year  has  never  been  very 
large,  so  that  the  fluctuations  noted  in  the  table  below  cannot  be  taken  as  any- 
more than  chance  fluctuations  -  although  the  July  1957  figure  is  the  lowest  of 
the  three . 


"Have  you  ever  visited  an  'Amerika  Haus'?  Approximately  how  often 
^..uring  the  past  twelve  months?" 

April  1935   May  1936   July  1937 


(1269) 

(lBi.3) 

(1907) 

Yes,  12  times  or  more 

*1o) 

1^) 

*?&) 

Yes.  7-11  times 
Yes ,  U  -  6  times 

* ) 
.     1 ) 

■ilo 

1  ) 
1  ) 

hi 

:\  ^ 

Yes ,  more  than  once 

2  ) 

1  ) 

2 ) 

Yes,  once  or  visited  a 

center 

in  the  past 

5 

5 

5 

No,  have  never  visited 

a 

center 

92 

91 

93 

100^ 


100?^ 


100?^ 


*  Less  than  one  half  of  one  per  cent. 
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Aaierika  Haus  Extension  Program  - 

Unfortunately  a  question  asking  for  possible  attendance  at  Amerika 
Haus  extension  programs  was  not  asked  until  1956,  so  that  there  are  only  two 
time  checks  available.  The  slight  drop  to  be  seen  (from  3^"  in  1956  to  I'jt  in 
1957)  however,  is  in  keeping  with  the  tendency  running  through  all  tables  con- 
cerning attendance  at  USIS  activities . 

"Have  you  ever  attended  an  acitivity  sponsored  by  an  Amerika 
Haus  which  was  held  outside  the  center  itself,  perhaps  even 
in  some  other  vicinity?" 


Yes 

No 

No  opinion 

100^0       100^ 


May  1956 

(ieii3) 

July  1957 
(1907) 

3^ 

Ho 

9h 

9e 

3 

3 
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